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Mr, STENiTie

BRYAN'S PLAIN TALK

Discusses Paramount Questions of
the Democratic Platform.

EVILS OF REPUBLICAN POLICIES.

Rights of the People in United Sintes
and Acquired Territories—Dan-
gersof Imperialism and Mill-
tarism—The True Republie.

In response to the tender of the nom-
fnation for the presidency by the noti-
fication committee of the democracy, at

Indianapolis, Wednesday, August 8,

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Noti-
fication Committee I shall, at an early
day, and in a more formal manner, accept
the nomination which you tender, and I
ghall at that time discuss the various ques-
tions covered by the democratic platform,
It may not be out of place, however, to
submit a few observations at this time
upon the general character of the contest
before us, and upon the question which
is declared to be of paramount importance
o this campailgn

When I say that the contest of 190 is a
contest between democracy on the one hand
and plutocracy on the other, I do not mean
to say that all our opponents have delib-
grately choser y give to organized wealth
a predominating influence in the affalrs of
the government, but I do assert that on
the important leeves of the 2 s ub
jican party is dominaled Ly those |
which constantly tend to elevate pecuniary
considerations and ignore human rights

In 1858 Lincoln said that the republican
party belleved in the man and the dollar,
but that in case of confllet it believed in
the man before the dollar. This is the
proper relation which should exist between
the two Man, the handiwork of God,
comes first; money, the handiwork of man,
{8 of inferior importance, Man is the mas-
ter, money the servant; but upon all im-
portant questions to-day, republican legis-
{ation tends to make money the master
and man the servant
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ticm aroused in some gwarters I take this
occasion to restate the reasons given at
that time. I thought it safer to trust the
American people to give independence to
the Filipinos than to trust the accoms
plishment of that purpose to diplmnacy
with an unfriendly nation. Lincoin ems-
bodied an argument in the question, when
he asked: *“Can alltens make treatles
easier than friends can make
belteve that we are now in a better posl-
tion to wage a successful contest against
imperialism than we would have been
had the treaty been rejected With the
treaty ratified, a c¢lean cut issue Is pre-
sented between a government by consent
and a government by force, and imperial-
ists must bear the responsibility for all
that happens until the question is settled,
If the treaty had been rejected, the op-
ponents of imperialism would have been
held responsible for any international
complications which might have arisen
before the ratification of another treaty.
But whatever differences of opinion may
have existed as to the best method of op-
posing the colonlal policy, there never was
any difference as to the great importance
of the question and there is no difference
now as to the course to be pursued.

Promises to the Filipinos,

The title of Spaln being extinguished,
we were at liberty to deal with the Fill-
pinos according to American principles.
The Bacon resolution, introduced a month
before hostilities broke out at Manlla,
promised independence to the Filipinos on
the same terms that It was promised to
the Cubans I supported this resolution
and belleve that Its adoption prior to the
breaking out of hostilities would have
prevented bloodshed, and that its adop-
tion at any subsequent time would have
ended hostilitles

If the treaty had been rejected, consld-
erable time would have necessarily
elapsed before a new treaty could have
been agreed upon and ratiffied, and during
that time the question wonld have been
agitating the public mind. If the Bacon
resolution had been adopted by the senate
and carried out by the president, either
at the time of the ratification of the
treaty or at any time afterwards, it would
have taken the guestion of imperialism
out of politics and left the American peo-
ple free to deal with their domestic prob-
lems. But the resolution was defeated by
the vote of the republican vice president,
and from that time to this a republican
congress has refused to take any action
whatever in the mattgr

Cowardly Accusations,

When hostilities broke out at Manila,
republican speakers and republican edit-
oars at once sought to lay the blame upon
those who had delayed the ratification of
the treaty, and, during the progress of
the war. the same republicans have ac-
cused the opponents of Imperialism of giv-
to the Filipines, This
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1 was amorng the number of those who
pelieved it botter to ratify the treaty and
end the war, release the volunteers, re-
move the excuse for war expenditures, and
then give to the Filipinos the Indepen-
dence which might be forced from Spaln
by & new treaty.
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| settled by American eitis o'r.'qﬂdn to
our population people who ave willing to
become cliizens and are capable of dis-
s charging their duties as such. The uequi-
sition of the Louisiana territory, Florida,
| Texas and other tracts which have been
secured from time to time, enlarged tha

| republie, and the constitution followed the |

| Hag Into the new territory. It is now pro-

posed to selze upon distant territory al-
| resgly more densely populated than our own
country, and to force upon the people a
ig.-\'mnmenl, for which there {3 no war-
| rant in our constitution or our laws,

the argument that this earth belongs to

those who desire to cultivate it and have
| the physical power to acquire it cannot
be invoked to Ijusllf)' the appropriation of
the Phillppine islands b?' the ["nited States.
If the islands were uninhabited American
citizens would not be willihg to go there
and till the soll. The white race will not
live so near the equator. Other nations
have tried to colonize In the same latitude.
The Netherlands have controlled Java Yor
300 years, and yet to-day there are less
than 60,000 people of European birth scat-
tered among 26,000,000 natives. After a
century and a half of English domination
in India, less than one-twentfeth of one
rer cent, of the people of India are of Eng-

ish birth, and It requires an army of 70,000
Britlish soldiers to take care of the tax
collectors. Spain hae asserted titls to the
Phillppine islands for three centurles, and
yet, when our fleet entered Manila bay,
there were less than 10,000 Spaniards re-
siding in the Phillppines.

A colonial policy means that we shall
send to the Philippines a few traders, a few
taskmasters and a few office holders, and
an army large enough to support ti¥e au-
thority of a small fraction of the people
while they rule the natives,

Increase in Regula¥® Army,

If we have an imperial policy we must
have a large standing army as its natural
and necessary cumwement. The spirit
which will justify the forcible annexation
of the Phillppine isiands wiil Justity the
selzure of olher islands and the domina-
tion of other people, and with wars ol con-
quest we can expect a certain, If not rapid,

rowth of our military establishment.
%hul a large permanent Increase in our
regular army 1is Iintended by the repub-
lican leaders is not a mere matter of con-
jecture. but a matter of fant ITn h
sage of December 5, 1888, the pr
asked for authority to increase the stand-
ing army to 100,000. In 1896 the army con-
tained about 25,000 men. Within two years
the president asked for four times that
many, and a republican house of repre-
sentatives complied with the request after
the SBpanish treaty had been signed and
no country was at war with the United
States. If such an army {5 demanded
when an imperial policy, is contemplated,
but not openly avowed, what may be ex-
pected if the people encouure the republic-
an fany by indorsing its policy at the polls?
A large standing army is not only a pe-
cuniary burden to the people and, if accom-
panied by compulsory service, a constant
source of irritation, but it is every menace
to a republican form of government, The
army I2 the personification of force, and
militarism wil IHE\'HIDI{‘ change the ideals
of the people and turn the thoughts of our
youug men from the arts of peace to the
sclence of war. The government which
relies for Its defense upon its citizens is
more likely to be just than one which has
at call a larfp body of professional sol-
dlers. A small gtanding army and a well
equipped and well disciplined state militia
are sufficient in ordinary times, and in an
emergency the nation should in the future
as in the past place {ts dependence upon the
volunteers who come from all eccupations
at thelr country's call and return to pro-
ductive labor when (heir services are no
longer required—men who fight when the
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| Right Kind of Expausion,

The forcible annexation of territory to
be governed by arbitrary power differs us
much from the acquisition of territory to
be bullt up Into stetes as a monarchy dif-
fers from a democracy. The democratic
party does not oppose expansion, when
expansion enlarges the area of the repub-
lic and locorporates land which can be
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the same general laws as a ¢
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| rights will be violated and his Interest
sgacrificed at the demand of those who*have
political Influence. Thig 1s the evil of the
colonial system, no matter by what nation
it 1s applied, : ’

Title to the Philippines,

‘What s our title to the Phillppine 18-
lands? Do we hold them by treaty or by
conquest? Did we buy them or did we
take them? Did we purchase the poo-
It not, how did we  seoure
| title . to them? ‘Were the thrown |
iin with the land? Will the repub-
licans say that inanimate earth has value,
and when that earth is molded by the
Divine hand and stamped with the lke-
ness of the Creator it becomes a fnixture
and passes with the sofl? If governments
derive thelr just powers from the con-
sent of the governed, it is impossible to
secure title to people, elther by force or
by purchase, We could extinguish Spain's
title by treaty, but If we hold titie we
must hold it by some method consistent
with our ideas of government. When we
made allles of the Filipinos and armed
them to fight against Spain, we disputed
Spain’'s title. If we buy Spain's title we
are not innocent purchasers. But even
if we had not disputed Spain's title, she
could transfer no greater titie than she
had, and her title was based on force
alone, We cannot defend such a title, but,
as Spain gave us a quit claim deed, we
can honorahly turn the properiy ovei (o
the party In possession, Whuher any
American official gave the Filipinos for-
mal assurance of independence Is not
material. There can be no doubt that we
accepted and utilized the services of the
Fillpinos, and that when we did so we had
full knowledge that they were fighting
for their own Independence, and I submit
that history furnishes no example of
turpitude baser than ours if we now sub-
gHITRts SUT Juhe fwi thie Spanisn yoke,

us consider briefly the reasons
which have been given In support of an
imperialistic policy, Some say that it is
our duty to hold the Philippine islands,
But duty is not an argument; it ig a cone-
clusion. To ascertaln what our duty is,
in any emergency, we must apply well-
settled and generally accepted orincinles.
1t 18 our duty to avold stealing, no matter
whether the thing to be stolen ls of great
or little value., It iz our duty to aveid
killing a human being, no matter where
the human being lives or to what race
or ciass he belongs. Everyone recognizes
the obligation imposged upon individuals to
observe both the human and moral laws,
but, as some deny the application of those
laws to nations, It may not be out of
lace to quote the opinion of others. Jef-
erson, than whom there 1s no higher po-
litical authority, sald:

“I know of but one code of morality for
men, whether acting singly or collec-
tively."

Franklln, whose learning, wisdom and
virtue are a part of the priceless legacy
bequeathed to us from the revolutionary
days, expressed the same Idea In even
stronger language when he said:

“Justice 1s as strictly due between
neighbor nations as between nelghbor !
citizens, A highwayman is as much a|
robber when he plunders In a gang as'
when singly; and the nation that makes
an unjust war is only a great gang."”

Forece Creates No Right,

Men may dare to do In crowds what they
would not dare to do as ipdividuals, but
the moral character of an act is not de-
termined by the number of those who join
in it. Force can detend a right, but force
lias never yet created a‘right. If § was |
true, as declared in the resolutiohs of in-|
tervention, that-theé¢ Cubans "are and of
right ought to be free and Independent"
(lunguage taken from the declaration ‘of

| ple?

Status of the Fillpinos,

The republican platformm assumes that
the Philippine fslands will be retained un- |
der American sovereignty, and we have
a right to demand of the republican lead-
ers. a discussion of the future status of
the Filipino. Is he to be a cltizen or a
subject Are we to bring into the body
politie 8,000,000 or 10,000,000 Asiatlcs, so
differer 1 us In race and history that
am ymation s Ilmpossible? Are they |
re with us In making the laws and
th destiny of this nation? N
has t
proposi
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largest measure of self-govern-
nsistent ‘with their welfare and
s shall secured to them (the
) by law,”” This is a strange doc-
a government which owes its
ry existence to the men who offered
thelr lives as a protest against govern-
ment without consent and taxation with-
out representation. In what respect does
the position of the republican party differ
from the position taken by the English
government in 17767 Did not the English
gavernment promise a good government
to the colonists? What king ever prom-
isad + bad government to his peo-
pla? Did not the English govern-
ment promise that the lonists  should
have the largest measure of self-govern-
ment consistent with their welfare and
English duties? Did not the Spanish gov-
ent promise to ve to the Cubans
measure gelf-government
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independence), It Is equally true that the |
Filipinos “are and of aight ought to'be frée
The rightof the Cubans
to freedom was not based upon thelr prox-
fmity to the Unied States, nor upon the
language which they spoke, nor yet upon
the race or races to whioh they\belonged.
Congress by a practically unanimous vote
declared that the principles enunciated at
Philadelphla in 1776 were still alive and |
applicable to the Cubans.

Who will draw a line between the natural
rights of the Cubans and the Filipinos?
Who will say that the former has a right
to liberty and that the latter has no rights
which we are bound to respect? And, If the
Filipinos "‘are and of right ought to be
free d Independent,” what right have we
to force our government upon them with-
out thelr consent? Defore our duty can be
ascertained, their rights must be deter-
mined, and when their rights are once de
termined, it 18 a8 much our duty to respect
those rights as it was the duty of Spain
to respect the rights of the pa(-pye of Cuba,
or the duty of England to respect_the!l
Rights
never conflict; duties never clash., Can
it be our duty to usurp political rights
which belong to others? Can it be our duty
to kill those who, following the example
of our forefathers, love liberty well enough
to fight for it?

Some poet has described the terror which
overcame a soldier who, in the midst of
hattle, discovered that he had slain his
brother, It Is written: ‘“‘All ye are breth-
ren.” Let us hope for the coming of the
day when human life—which, when once
destroyed, cannot be restored-—will be so
sacred that it will never be taken except
when necessary to punish a crime already
committed, or to prevent a crimé about
to be committed.

If it is sald that we have assumed before
the world obligations which make {t neces-
sary for us to permanently maintain a
government in the Philippine islands, I
reply, first, that the highest obligation of
this nation ls to be true to itself. No obli-
gation to any particular nation, or to all
nations combined, can reguire the abandon-
ment of our theory of government and the
substitution of doctrines against which
our whole national life has been a protest,
And, second, that our obligations to the
who inhabit the islands, are
greater than any obligations which we es
to foreigners who have a tem
residence in the Philippines or 4
trade there

Capnacity of Self-Government,

It Is argued by some that the Fllipinos |
Incapable of self-government and
that therefore we owe it to the world to
take controlof them. Admiral Dewey, in an

| official report to the navy department, de-

clared the Fillpinos more capable of self-
government than the Cubans, and said
that he based his opinion upon a knowl-
edge of both races. But I will not rest
the case uj relative advancement |
of the Fllipinos, Henry Clay, in defend-
the rights of the people of South |
America to self-government, sald;

“It is the doctrine of thrones that man
to govern himself. Their
assert his incapacity in refer-
ence to all nations; if they cannot com-
mand universal assent to the proposition,
it is then remanded to particular nations;
and our pride and our presumption too
often make converts of us 1 contend
that It is to arraign the disposition of
Himself, to suppose that He
has created beings incapable of govern-
ing themsalves, and to be trampled on by
kings. Belf-government 18 the natural
government of man."

Clay was right, There are degrees
of proficlency in the art of self-govern-
ment, but it is a reflection upon the Crea-
tor to say that He denied to any people
the capacity of seif-goyernment., Once
some people are capable of
self-government, and that others are not,
and that the capable people have a right
to seize upon and govern the incapable,
and you make force—brute force—the only
foundation of government and invite the
relgn of the despot. I am not will-
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putes this doctrine and denounces It as
repugnant to Yoth the letter and spiritof
| our organic law, There is no place in gur
system of government for the deposit of

| arbitrary and irresponsible power. That
the leaders of a great party should claim
| tor any president or congress the right to
treat milllons of people as mere '‘posses-
slons’ and deal with them unrestrained
by the constitution or the bill of rights
| shows how far we have already departed
from the anclent ldndmarks, and Indlcates
what may be expected if this nation de-
lHberately enters upon a career of empire,
The urr{!r;rhl form of government Is tem-
porary and preparatory, ahd the chle
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\a the fact that he enjoys same con-
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! then jeit them thousands of years helpless

until the islands attracted the attention
of European nations

Republicans ask: “'Shall we haul down
the flag that floats over onr Aend in the
rmuppines?’ The same gquestion might
have been asked when the Awmerican flag
floated over Chapultepee and waved over
the dead who fell there; but the tourist
who visits the City of Mexico finds there
a national cemetery owned by the United
States and cared for by an American
citizen. Our flag still floats over our
dead, but when the treaty with Mexico
was signed American authority withdrew
to the Rio Grande, and I venture the
opinion that during the last 650 years the
| people of Mexico have made mere progress
under the stimulus of independence and
gelf-government than they would have
made under a carpet-bag government held
in place by bayonets. he United Slales
and Mexico, friendly re&bnvs, are each
stronger and happier than they would
have been had the former been cursed and
| the latter crushed by an imperialistic pol-
jey, disgulsed as ‘'benevolent assimila-
tion.”"

Responsibility of the Nation.

“Can we not govern colonies?' we are
asked. The question is not what we can
do, but what we ought to do. This nation

[

qubject to  can do wh
zen of & accept r yﬁo { B
and - cons in the wa

s ﬁ‘gﬁ can '152.33 the constitution. y‘! Te- | 8¢

peat, lge nation can do whatever it
do, but it eannot avoid
gitimate results of its g‘wu eg‘nm:::} o;l.“!t)o
young man upon reaching his
can ¢fo what he pleases. He can disregar
the teachings of his parents; he can tram-
ple "A’on all that he has been taught to
consider sacred; he can disobey th:dlnt::
a
laws of God. He can stamp fallure upon
his life and make his very existence a curse
to his fellow men, and he can bring his
father and mother In sorrow to the grave;
but he cannot annul the sentence: *“‘The
wages of sin Is death.”” And so with this
nation. It is of age, gnd it can do what it
pieases; it can spurn the traditions of the
past; it can repudiate the principles upon
which th'e natlon rests; it can employ force
Instead of reason; it can substitute might
for right; it can conquer weaker ?oo e;
it can exploit their lands, appropriate their
property and kill thelr people; but it cannot
repeal the moral law or escape the punish-
n:eg: decreed for the violation of human
rights.

“Would we tread in the paths of tyranny,
Nor reckon the tyrant's cost?

Who taketh another’s liberty,
His freedom Is also lost.

Would we win as the strong have ever won,
Make ready to pay the debt, '

For the God who reigned over Babylon
Te the Qod whe i3 reigning yet."”

Some arg‘:e that American rule in the
Philippine islands will result in the better
education of the Filipinos. Be not de-
celved, If we expect to maintain a colon-
fal policy we shall not find It to our ad-
vantage to educate the people. The edu-
cated Filipinos are now in revolt against
us, and the most ignorant ones have made
the least resistance to our domination. If
we are to govern them without their con-
sent and give them no voice in determining
the taxes which they must pay, we dare not
educate them, lest they learn to 1=ad the
declaration of independence and the com-
stitution of the United States and mock
us_for our inconslstency.

The principal arguments, however, ad-
v;n;\ced by“th ge who enter upon a defense
of imperi i

First, That we must improve the present
oppor!unlt{ to become a world power and
enter into international politics.

Second, That our commercial interests in
the Philippine islands and in the orient
make It necessary for us to hold the is-
lands J.oerm:nently.

Third, That the spread of the Christian
rellllglon will be facilitated by a colonial
policy.

Fourth, That there Is no honorable re-
treat from the position which the nation
has taken.

The first argument Is addressed to the
nation's pride and the second to the na-
tion's pocketbook. The third Is Intended
for the church member and the fourth for
the partisan,

Growth of a Prinelple,

It is a sufficient answer to the first argu-
ment (v say that tor more than a eentury
this nation has been a world power. For
ten decades it has been the most tent
influence in the workd. Not only has it
been a world power, but it has done more
to affect the politics of the human race
than all the other nations of the world
combined. Because our declaration of in-
dependence was promulgated, others have
been promulgated, Because the patriots
of 1776 fought for liberty others have
fought for it; because our constitution
was adopted, other constitutions have
been adopted, The growth of the princi-

le of self-government, planted on Amer-
can soll, 'has been the overshad ng

olitical fact of the nineteenth century.

t has made this nation conspleusus
among the nations and given it a place
in history such as no other nation has
ever enjoyed. Nothing hag been able to
check the onward march of thig {dea. I
am not willing that this nation snall cast
aside the omnipotent weapon of truth to
selze again the weavon of physical war-
fare, 1 would not exchange lfle glory of
this republic for the glory of all the em-
Blres that have risen and fallen since time

egan.

The permanent chalrman of the lagt re-
publican national convention pre=zented
the pecuniary argument in all its beld-
ness, when he sald

“We make no hypocritical pretenses of
being Interested in the Philippines solely
on account of others. While we regard
the welfare of these people as a sacred
trust, we regard the welfare of the Amer-
foan people first. We see cur duty to our-
selves as well as to others,. We belleve
in trade expansion. By every legitimate
means within the province of government
and constitution, we mean to stimnlate
the expansion of our trade and
new markets."

This is the commerclal argument, It
i{s based upon the theory that war can
be rightly waged for pecuniary advan-
tage, and that it is profitable to purchase
trade by force and violence, Franklin de-
nied both of these propositions, When
Lord Howe asserted that the acts of par-
llament, which brought on the revolution,
were necessary to prevent American trade
from assing Into foreign channels,
Franklin renlied:

“To me it seems that neither the ob-
taining nor retaining of any trade, how
valuable soever, is an object for which
men may justly splll each other’s blood;
that the true and sure means of extend-
ing and securing commerce are the good-
ness and cheapness .of commodities, and
that the profits of no trade can ever be
equal to the expense of compelling it and
holding 1t by fleety and armies. I con-
sider this war against us, therefore, as
both unjust and unwise."

I place the philosophy of Franklin
against the sordid doctrine of those who
would put & price upon the life of an
American soldler and justify a war of
conquest upon the ground that it will pay.
The democratic party is in favor of the
expansion of trades, It would extend our
trade by every legitimate and peaceful
means; but it is not willing to make mer-
chandise of human blood

But a war of conquest {s as unwise as
it is unrighteous. A harbor and coaling
station In the Philippines would answer
every trade and military necessity and
such a concession could have been secured
at any time without difficulty,

It {8 not necessary to own people in or-
der to trade with them, We carry on
trade to-day with every part of the world,
and our commerce has expanded more
rapidly than the commerce of any Furo-
pean empire. We do not own Japan or
China, but we trade with their people. We
have not absorbed the republics of Cen-
tral and South America, but we trade
with them. It has not been necessary to
have any political connections with Can-
ada or the nations of Europe In order to
trade with them., Trade cannot be per-
manently profitable unlegs it {s volun-
tary. When trade Is secured by force, the
cost of securing it and retaining it must
be taken out of the profits, and the profits
are never large enough to cover the ex-
pense. Such a system would never be de-
for the fact that the expense
is borne by all the people, while the prof-
its are enjoyed by the few,

open

Evils of Imperialism,

Imperialism would be profitable to the
army contractors; it would be profitable
to the shipowners, who would carry live
soldiers to the Phillppines and bring dead
soldiers back; it would be profitable to
those who would seize upon the franchises,
and It would be profitable to the officials
whose salaries would be fixed here and

ald over there; but to the farmer, to the
aboring man and to the vast majority ot
those engaged In other occupations, it
would bring expenditure without return
and rigk without reward,

¥armers and laboring men have, as &
rule, small incomes, and, under systems
which place the tax upon all consumption,
pay more than their fair share of the ex-
$onsss of guveinimuenil, Thus Lhe Vvery peo-
hle who recelve least benefit from im-
perialism will be injured most by the mil-
itary burdens which accompany it,

In addition to the evils which he and the
farmer share in common, the laboring man
will be the first to suffer if oriental subjects
seek work In the United States; the first
to suffer if American capital leaves our
ghores to employ oriental labor In the
Philippines to supply the trade of China
and Japan; the first to suffer from the
violence which the military spirit arouses,
and the first to suffer when the methods
of imperialism are appllied to our own
government,

It is nog strange, therefore, that the labor
organizations have been quick to note the
approach of these dangers and prompt to
protest agalnst both militarism and im-
perialism,

The pecuniary argument, though more
effective with certain classes, is not likely
to be used so often or presented with so
much emphasls as the religlous argument,
If what has been termed the "mrowdor
gospel'” were urged ﬁllnlt the Fllipinos
only, it would be a sufficlent answer to say
that a majority of the Filiplnos are now
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o avenge the insult;
%uleu m‘em. ana sal Ye know not
manner of spirit ye are of; for the Son
Man is not come to destroy men s v
but to save them,” Suppose He had sald:
“We will thrash them until they under-
stand who we are,' how diﬂgreut would
have been the hlalorg of Christianity?
Compare, if you will, the swag ering, bul=
lying, brutal doctrine of impe alism with
the Uolden Rule and the commandi.ent,

‘““Phou shalt love thy neighbor as lhy—»

self."”

ove, not force, was
Ntl;nrene: sacrifice for others, not the ex=
ploitation of them, was His method of
reaching the human heart. A missionary
recently told me that the stars and stripes
once saved his life because his assailant
recognized our flag as a flag that had no
blood upon it. Let it be known that our
misstonaries are seeking souls instead o
sovereignty; let it be known that ins
of being the advance guard of conquorl::
armies, they are going forth to help a
to uplift, having their loins girt about withk
mnﬂ and their feet shod with the prepara=
tion of the Gospel of Peace, wearing the

the weapon-.of the

breastplate of righteousness and clrr{ih“‘

the sword of the Spirit; let it be known

they are the citizens of a nation which
respects the rights of the citizens of other
nations as carefully as it protects the ts
of its own citigens, and the welcome given
to our missioffaries will be more cordial
than the welcome extended to the mission=
aries of any other nation, e .

The argument, made by some, that

was unfortunate for the nation that {
had am'tmr.zhto do with the Phlilppioe
{slands, but that the naval victory & a-
nila made the permanent acquisition of
those islands necessary, is also unsound,
We won a vlctorer at Santiago, but that
did not compel us to hold Cuba. The shed«
ding of American blood in the Philippina
islands does not make it imperative that
we should retain possession forever: Amer-
jcan blood was shed at San Juan hill and El
Caney, and yet the president has proms
jsed the Cubans independence. The fact
that the American flag floats over Manila
does not compel us to exercise perpetual
sovereignty over the iflands; that flag
waves over Hayana to-day, but the pres-
ident has promlsed to haul'it down when
the flag of the Cuban republic is ready to
rise In Its place, Better a thousand times
that our flag in the orient give way to &
flag repredenting the idea of self-govarne
maent thol, (bat the nag of this republie
sfHould become the flag of an empire.

An Honorable Solution.

There is an easy, honest, honorable 881\!-
tion of the Philippine question. It is set
forth in the democratie platform and it is
submitted with confidence to the Ameris
can people. . This plan I unreservedly ine
dorse, If elected, I shall convene congress
in extraordinary session as soon as am
inaugurated, and recommend an immes
diate declaration of the nation’s purpose,
first, to establish a stable form of gove
ernment in the Philippine islands, just as
we are now establishing a stable form of
government in the island of Cuba; sece
ond, to glve independence to the Filipinos,
just as we have promised to give indee
pendence to the Cubans; third, to protect
the Filipinos from outside interference
while they work out their destiny, Jjust
as we have protected the republics of
Central and Seuth America, and are, by
the Mounroe doctrine, pledgel to protect
Cuba An Eurcpean protectorate often
results in the exploitation of the ward hw
the guardian. An American protectorate
gives to the nation protected the advans
tage of our strength, without making {8
the victim of our greed. For three-quars

ters of a century the Monroe doctrine has *

been a shield to neighboring fepublics
and yet it has imposed no pecuniary burs
den upon us, After the Filipinos had alde
ed us in the war against Spain, we could
not honorably turn them over to thein
former masters; we could not leave them
to be the victims of the ambitious de-

signs of the European nations, and since .

we do not desire to make them a part of
us, o.l- to hold them as subjects, we pro=
pose the only alternative, namely, to give
them Iindependence and uar themy
agalnst molestation from without.

When our opponents are unable to dee
fend their position bf' ar%ument they fall
back upon the assertion that it is destiny,
and insist that we must submit to it, no
matter how much it viclates moral pre«
cepts and our principles of government.
This i1s & complacent philosophy. It obe

Itterates the distinction between right and

wrong and makes individuals and nations
the helpless victims of circumstances,

Destiny is the subterfuge of the ine
vertebrate, who, lacking the courage to
oppose error, seeks some plausible excuse
for supporting it. Washington said that the
destiny of the republican form of gove
ernment was deeply, If not finally, stakgd
on the experiment intrusted to the Amere
ican people. How different Washington's
definition of destiny from the republican
definition. The republicans say that this
nation Is In the hands of destiny; Washe
ington belleved that not only the destiny
of our own nation, but the destiny of the
republican form of government throughe-
out the world was intrusted to American
hands, Wasghington was right, The
destiny of this republic is in the nands of
its own people, upon the success of the
experiment here rests the hope of humans=
ity. No exterior force can disturb this
republic, and no fereign influence should
be permitted to change its course, What
the future has In store for this nation no
one has authority to declare, but each ine
dividual has his own idea of the natlon's
mission and he owes it to his country as
well as to himself to contribute ag best he
may to the fulfillment of that mission.

Mr. Chalrman, and Gentlemen of the
Committee: | can never fully discharge the
debt of gratitude whith I owe to my couns
trymen itor the honors which they have so
generously bestowed upon me; but, sirs,
whether it be my lot to occupy the high
office for which the convention has named
me, or to spend the remainder of my days
in private life, it shall be my constant ams
bition and wy controlling purpose to aid in
realizing the high ideals of those whose
wisdom and courage and sacrifices brought
this republic into existence,

i can concelve of a national destiny surs
passing the glories of the present and the
ppst—a destiny which meets the responsis
bilities of to-day and measures up to tha
possibilities of the tuture. Behold a repub=
lie, resting securely upon the foundation

stones quarried by revolutionary patriote

- v
roin

the houniain ur eternal truth—a ree
public applying in practice and proclaims
ing to the world the self-evident proposis
tion: that all men are created eaunl: thas
they are endowed il mallenable ﬂ'th!

that governments are instituted among
men to secure these rights; that govern-

inents derive thelr just powers from the

consent of the governed, Behvld a republia
in which civil and religious liberty stimue
lates all to earnest endeavor and in which
the law restrains every hana uplifted for &
neighbor's injury—a republic in which
every citizen is a bn\'t‘l‘&?ﬂﬂ. but in which
no one cares Lo wear a crown. Behold
republic standing erect while empires
around are bowed beneath the weight o
their own armaments—a republic wh

fl s loved while other flags are on
féared. Behold a republic inecreasi:
Po‘rululon. in wealth, in strength an in
nfluence, solving the problems of ofv.

tion and hastening the comin

vg:(‘l (grotherhnod-—n

s e8 thrones and dissolves arist

by its silent example and lvesull:gt
Insgtrnuon to those who sit In d

Henold a republic gradually but
bocutqlnx the supreme moral factor in
world's pro, ress and the accepted a

of the world's disputes—a republie
history, llke the path of the just,

the shining light that shineth more
more into the perfect day,™
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